NAPOLEON:   THE  LAST  PHASE
reagh in 1814? It is declared, indeed, on good authority, that in the negotiations which led up to the peace of Amiens the British plenipotentiaries hinted their readiness to recognize the First Consul as King of France. Napoleon turned a deaf ear. Pasquier, a candid critic, points out that at Chdtillon Britain, | -                       "which had so long and so perseveringly refused to
I ;                       recognize Napoleon as Emperor of the French, found
herself the power most anxious to treat with him, as she would with a sovereign whose rights had been most incontestably recognized/'
Again, in what capacity, and to whom, was Sir Neil Campbell accredited to Elba? By the protocol of April 27, 1814, Britain had recognized the sovereignty of Elba. Who, then, was the sovereign? Was it " General Bonaparte " ? But Sir Neil officially signed documents in which he was called "S. M. TEm-pereur Napoleon."
It is true, however, that Britain, in view of the fact that the whole Continent had bowed before Napoleon, had some reason to feel a just pride in that she, at any rate, had never bent the knee, had never formally and directly acknowledged him as Emperor. This was a successful point in her policy, and had caused the keenest annoyance to Napoleon. But is it not also true that this very fact gave her a matchless opportunity of displaying a magnanimity which would have cost her nothing, and raised her still higher, by allowing, as an act of favor to a vanquished enemy, an honorary title which she had never conceded as a right to the triumphant sovereign of the West?
But "the real cause lay a great deal deeper/' says Scott. " Once acknowledged as Emperor, it followed,
90d through Parliament "for
